Background: The primary aim of the research in the present study was to determine the effectiveness of health care in classifying health care financing systems from a sample of OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development) countries (2012)(2013)(2014)(2015)(2016)(2017). This objective was achieved through several stages of analysis, which aimed to assess the relations between and relation diversity in selected variables, determining the effectiveness of health care and the health expenditure of health care financing systems. The greatest emphasis was placed on the differences between health care financing systems that were due to the impact of health expenditure on selected health outputs, such as life expectancy at birth, perceived health status, the health care index, deaths from acute myocardial infarction and diabetes mellitus. Methods: Methods such as descriptive analysis, effect analysis (η 2 ), binomial logistic regression analysis, linear regression analysis, continuity analysis (ρ) and correspondence analysis, were used to meet the above objectives. Results: Based on several stages of statistical processing, it was found that there are deviations in several of the relations between different health care funding systems in terms of their predisposition to certain areas of health outcomes. Thus, where one system proves ineffective (or its effectiveness is questionable), another system (or systems) appears to be effective. From a correspondence analysis that compared the funding system and other outputs (converted to quartiles), it was found that a national health system, covering the country as a whole, and multiple insurance funds or companies would be more effective systems. Conclusions: Based on the findings, it was concluded that, in analyzing issues related to health care and its effectiveness, it is appropriate to take into account the funding system (at least to verify the significance of how research premises affect the systems); otherwise, the results may be distorted.
Introduction
Health care is a wide field whose effects focus not only on the health of the population; in general, we can talk about the contribution of effective health systems to the sustainable development of the countries or to environmental management. Public health is currently one of the most discussed social themes in many countries around the world. Socio-economic disparities in health outcomes appear to be a key issue for researchers and experts [1] . There have been several studies on health effectiveness that dealt with the socio-economic factors that affect health outcomes. The evidence showed the effects of childhood poverty on health and development [2] . Fernald et al. [3] also identified the link between child development and wealth and maternal education. Other important factors that affect health outcomes include accessibility to health care [4] [5] [6] , education [7] [8] [9] , the number of doctors [10] and the happiness and well-being of society [11, 12] . Last but not least, a significant negative impact of unemployment on self-assessed health and mental health was confirmed [13] . Poor health is widely recognized as a consequence of social disadvantage. Our study looks at the effectiveness of health care in terms of the relationship between health expenditure and health outcomes in various health care financing systems in OECD countries. The main idea of the present research arose from the assumption that increased funding must be positively reflected in a particular variable that determines the effectiveness of health care and that if systems are well designed, they should produce comparable outputs.
Literature Review
The aim of policy-makers is to provide a level of health care comparable to that provided in Western European countries. Strengthening the health system through the implementation of health standards can be one method to significantly improve in performance and quality of health care services [14] . However, not only financial resources must be allocated to a sustainable long-term health care system. Cost effectiveness is extremely important to achieve the objectives of fiscal sustainability and access to quality health care for all citizens in a given country [15] . The policy makers of many countries have observed a fluctuation in health care spending, with the country's health care system considerably affecting national health care spending [16] . The European Commission [17] presented the Joint Report on Health Care and Long-Term Care Systems and Fiscal Sustainability, highlighting selected key challenges for health and long-term care in the European Union (EU), as well as improving the fiscal sustainability of public health spending. According to this report, spending on health and long-term care has increased and displays a growing tendency in all EU member states. In 1990 health spending presented about 5.8% of gross domestic product (GDP), 8.7% percent in 2015 and is projected to rise to 12.6% of GDP by 2060 [18, 19] . This figure is closely related to life expectancy, which, due to demographic changes and advanced technologies, will increase to 89.1 years for women and 84 years for men by 2060, resulting in a significant increase in the proportion of seniors in the total population [17] . In the relationship between expenditure and outcomes for health care, previous studies [20] [21] [22] reported different effects, so the causal relationship between these two variables is not entirely clear.
As health capital plays a significant role in a country's economic growth from a long-term perspective, the health care system in a country should be supported and the World Health Organization's recommendations on state health care spending should be considered. Investing in health care is important in terms of formation of the health capital. Health capital crucially functions in a country's economic growth and can be identified by many indicators [23, 24] . Many researchers examined the relationship of health expenditure and GDP, a bi-directional causal link between these variables was indicated. To this end, policies seek to improve the well-being of the population in the long-term by increasing health expenditure [25] . Sharma [26] investigated the relationship between health and economic growth. The results showed that the health status of the population, which is proxied by life expectancy, has a positive and significant effect on real per capita income as well as economic growth. The results reported by Boachie [27] showed that good health significantly promotes economic growth, both in the short-and long-term.
Development policy should therefore aim to increase health sector investment to improve the health conditions of the population. We can ask the question, what effective alternatives can be implemented to increase health expenditures in countries with a diverse population structure. In more developed countries, a strong positive relationship exists between national income and total health expenditure [28] , but, conversely [29] , in low-income countries, health care spending is less sensitive to national income changes. The increase in the national income in the country does not necessarily correspond to sufficient improvement in financing of health care. Another influential determinant of the amount of health expenditure is the demographic aging of the population [30] . Howdon and Rice [30] found that population morbidity, together with the current increase in life expectancy, exert competitive and counterbalancing pressures on health spending. Similar results have been reported by other authors [31, 32] who examined the relationship between the input and output dynamics of health care systems, and showed that long-term viability has steadily increased and child mortality rates have fallen, together with rising health care spending. Van den Heuvel and Olaroiu [20] confirmed their finding that the relationship between health expenditure and health care outcomes is complex and unclear, as spending on health care affects health outcomes. For this reason, the authors stated that without careful determination of the causes influencing this relationship, the effects of increasing or reducing health care costs may lead to over-or under-estimation. Improving health care management helps to positively increase the efficiency of health spending [33] .
Average life expectancy at birth is a commonly used measure of health system efficiency, economic development, and a key indicator of people's well-being. For the management of public health resources, Cervantes et al. [34] highlighted life expectancy at birth as an indicator able to measure the performance of the health system. Health care spending for countries has heterogeneous effects on life expectancy, due to differences in population characteristics and economic factors [22] . Many studies [22, 35, 36] evaluated the variation in the impact of health expenditures by using linear regression, and the results showed that increasing health care spending in low life-expectancy countries can produce significant returns on the life expectancy of the population while reducing global inequalities in long-term care. Previous results [22] , analyzed by quantile regression, showed rising health expenditure positively affects especially low-life countries. Bein et al. [37] also confirmed a strong and positive relationship between total health care spending and life expectancy. Contrasting results [38] have been observed among the U.S. population, where health care spending increases and life expectancy are lower than in most industrialized countries. Studies have confirmed the significant relationship between social expenditure and life expectancy. Reynolds and Avendano [38] stated that increasing social expenditure positively affects life expectancy and this positive relationship is stronger than the relationship between health expenditure and life expectancy. By testing, they found that maximum spending on education and incapacity can increase life expectancy to 80.12 years. Other U.S. research [39] examined differences between health expenditure and social expenditure and assessed their association with health indicators. The authors [39] stated that there is a significant relationship between health expenditure and low birth weight and maternal mortality, social expenditure was significantly associated with life expectancy, infant mortality, and increased potential life years lost.
Perceived health status is the most frequently applied measure of health in empirical research [40, 41] . Several authors investigated the relationship between health expenditure and self-assessed health status [42] , and the limited effect of expenditure was confirmed [43] . Another measure of health care effectiveness is mortality. Heijink et al. [44] stated that countries with an above-average expenditure growth showed above-average reductions in avoidable mortality. The findings of other study showed that, between 2011 and 2014, health expenditure in Italy decreased, compared to previous years, and the overall mortality increased [45] . The results of other studies [46, 47] also suggested that reduced health expenditure is related to increased population mortality. Among the health outcomes that are affected by health and social expenditure, Bradley et al. [48] also identified mortality rates for lung cancer and acute myocardial infarction. On the other hand, based on data on acute myocardial infarction, Moscone et al. [49] found that health expenditure had a little impact on health outcomes, but the authors highlighted the importance of how the health expenditure is spent. Cost-effective health care could improve the outcomes of patients with acute myocardial infarction [50] , which means improving health outcomes. The coexistence of diabetes in people with acute myocardial infarction is common. Zhou et al. [51] confirmed that excess expenditure associated with diabetes was substantial for people with acute myocardial infarction (AMI) or who had had an acute ischemic stroke (AIS), and they highlighted the need for both the prevention and better management of diabetes among AMI and AIS patients, which in turn may lower the financial burden of treating these conditions. At the global level, there has been an evident increase in the cost of diabetes [52] , which imposes a large economic burden on health care systems across the world [53, 54] . Jonsson [55] determined the relations of diabetes with economic output, indicating that diabetes accounts for 2-3% of the total health care budget in every country. Therefore, an increase in diabetes incidence and prevalence translates into a significant economic impact. The evidence revealed that the growth of expenditure relates to the growing prevalence of diabetes, and the excess cost associated with the incidence of treated type 2 diabetes increases by an average of 4% per year in France. This excess cost is mainly due to primary care expenditure, which is essentially related to drugs, nursing care, and medical devices and services [56] . Schofield et al. [57] also demonstrated that the indirect costs of diabetes through lost productive life years are considerable, both at the individual and national level. Studies on the direction of the relationship between health expenditure and health care quality are inconsistent. Most studies revealed that the association between expenditure and quality is small to moderate, regardless of whether the direction is positive or negative [58] .
According to Ibrahim and Daneshvar [59] , reduction in health expenditure does not necessarily reduce efficiency of health care system if the operational and technical aspects are improved. Another study [60] reported that information and communication technologies can improve the level of health care services. Stefko et al. [61] identified and quantified the impact of medical technologies (magnetic resonance devices, computed tomography devices) on the efficiency of the health care facilities. The authors of other study [62] detected differences in the performance of the health care systems. These differences reflect various co-innovations and technologies given the technology available.
The relationship between expenditure on health and life expectancy and the health status of the population points to the existence of significant differences between countries and suggests that health policies should focus on reducing health inequalities among countries in the EU. A deeper understanding of the determinants of public spending on health care may lead to more effective design of efficient health policies [31, 63] .
Materials and Methods

Aim of Research
The primary objective of the research in the present study was to determine the effectiveness of health care in classifying health care financing systems from a sample of OECD countries over the period 2012-2017. The main focus of this study was to determine the relationships between health expenditure, considered as the percentage of a country's GDP (Expend_H), and selected determinants of health effectiveness: average life expectancy at birth (Life_expect), perceived health status (Self_rep_H), the health care index (HC_index), deaths due to acute myocardial infarction (AMId) per 100,000 persons, and deaths due to diabetes mellitus (DIAd) per 100,000 persons from a sample of OECD countries with respect to the type of health care financing system. In addition to the aforementioned primary focus, the relationships between individual systems (Multiple Insurance Funds or Companies-MI, the National Health Care System-NHS, and the Single-Payer Model-SPM) and selected variables that determine the effectiveness and financing of health care were also assessed.
Based on the above, a research question was formulated: RQ: Do health care financing systems show differences in terms of the effectiveness of health care provision?
Based on the research presented in the previous chapter, this research effort will aim to verify the following hypotheses: H1: It is assumed that in selected financing systems, health expenditure has a significant impact on life expectancy at birth. H2: It is assumed that in selected financing systems, health expenditure has a significant impact on perceived health status. H3: It is assumed that in selected financing systems, health expenditure has a significant impact on the health care index.
H4: It is assumed that in selected financing systems, health expenditure has a significant impact on deaths from acute myocardial infarction.
H5: It is assumed that in selected financing systems, health expenditure has a significant impact on deaths from diabetes mellitus.
Description of the Sample
The sample included all countries of the OECD, including Latvia, which was officially accepted as a member on 5 July 2018 [64] , and Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovak Republic, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, and the United States. As Sweden has a different system of financing (local health systems that serve distinct geographic regions), we excluded it from the analysis.
The first variable entered into the analysis was total health expenditure (Expend_H) expressed as a percentage of GDP from the OECD [65] database for the period 2012-2017. Expend_H measures the final consumption of health care goods and services (i.e., current health expenditure), including personal health care (curative care, rehabilitative care, long-term care, ancillary services, and medical goods) and collective services (prevention and public health services as well as health administration), but excluding spending on investments. Health care is financed through a mix of financing arrangements including government spending and compulsory health insurance (Government/compulsory) as well as voluntary health insurance and private funds such as households' out-of-pocket payments, non-government organizations (NGOs) and private corporations (Voluntary). This indicator is presented as a total and by type of financing (Government/compulsory, Voluntary, or Out-of-pocket) and is measured as a share of GDP, as a share of total health spending and in USD per capita (using economy-wide public private partnerships) [65] .
The second variable entering the analysis, Life_expect, is an average life expectancy at birth from the OECD [66] databases for the period 2012-2017. Life_expect is defined as how long, on average, a newborn can expect to live if current death rates do not change. However, the actual age-specific death rate of any particular birth cohort cannot be known in advance. If rates are falling, actual life spans will be higher than life expectancy calculated using current death rates. Life_expect is one of the most frequently used health status indicators. Gains in Life_expect can be attributed to a number of factors, including rising living standards, improved lifestyle, better education, and greater access to quality health services. This indicator is presented as a total, by sex, and is measured in years [66] .
The third variable, Self_rep_H, represents the percentage of the population that provided a positive response (good or very good) on the five-part scale (very good, good, fair, bad, or very bad) to the question "How is your health in general?". This variable was obtained from OECD [67] databases for the period 2012-2017.
The fourth variable in the research is the variable defining health care, HC_index. This was obtained from the NUMBEO [68] database (2012-2017) and is an aggregated index of an online survey. Seven satisfaction-oriented variables are included in the index (skill and competency of medical staff, speed in completing examination and reports, equipment for modern diagnosis and treatment, accuracy and completeness in filling out reports, friendliness and courtesy of the staff, responsiveness (waiting time) in medical institutions, and convenience of location for you). The output ranges from 0 to 100.
The fifth variable, AMId, represents deaths from acute myocardial infarction per 100,000 people. This variable was obtained from OECD [67] databases for the period 2012-2017. Myocardial infarction is defined by the demonstration of myocardial cell necrosis due to significant and sustained ischaemia. It is usually, but not always, an acute manifestation of atherosclerosis-related coronary heart disease [69] .
The sixth variable that is considered in the analysis, DIAd, represents deaths from diabetes mellitus per 100,000 people. This variable was obtained from OECD [67] databases for the period 2012-2017. Diabetes mellitus describes a metabolic disorder of multiple aetiology, characterized by chronic hyperglycaemia, with carbohydrate, fat and protein metabolism disturbances, resulting from defects in insulin secretion, insulin action, or both. The effects of diabetes mellitus include the long-term damage, dysfunction and failure of various organs [70] .
One more variable, and hence the determinant of financing of the health care system, HC_System, was included in the analyses. Among the selected OECD countries, three systems of financing are recognized: (1) A national health care system covering the country as a whole (NHS), (2) a single health insurance fund (single-payer model; SPM) and (3) multiple insurance funds or companies (MI) [71] . Stated information was gathered from the Health Systems Characteristics Survey conducted by the OECD in 2012 and 2016. Latvia was not yet a member of the OECD, so the information was obtained from the Latvian health care website [72] . Table 1 provides the input data (based on mean) for variables such as country, health care financing system (HC_System), total health expenditure as a percentage of GDP (Expend_H), average life expectancy at birth (Life_expect), perceived health status (Self_rep_H), health care index (HC_index), deaths from acute myocardial infarction per 100,000 people (AMId), and deaths from diabetes mellitus per 100,000 people (DIAd) for the period 2012-2017. 
Analytical Process Description
In the first step of the analysis, a descriptive analysis was used to process collected health outputs to provide information about the achieved values of the countries as a whole, but also in classifying HC_System. The descriptive analysis provided the number of countries (N), the arithmetic mean (M), and the standard deviation (σ) of health care outputs. This was followed by an analysis of the association between health care financing systems and selected indicators of health care effectiveness (effect size). The coefficient, η 2 , was used for this analysis. The output of this analysis provides information regarding whether there is a relationship between HC_System and a certain effectiveness indicator. This was followed by a logistic binomial regression analysis, the results of which show that a change in the value of a particular health variable indicates a change in the probability of acquiring a particular HC_System. The application of this analysis was determined by the MCE (misclassification error), the Null and Residual Deviance and the Hosmer and Lemeshow GOF test. The dataset was divided, according to a dummy variable of the health system, into training (80%) and testing (20%) datasets, where the confusion matrix and then the misclassification error were calculated. A lower value represents a more positive result, and the greatest emphasis should be placed on the difference between the MCE training and testing data. Additionally, the difference between the null and residual deviance should be determined, so that the result will be more positive for the model itself (the more relevant model), when the difference is smaller. The Hoslem test is suitable for analyzing the p-value. If the p-value exceeds the rate of 0.05, the model is considered to fit well. The following part of these analyses was devoted to expressing the impact of Expend_H on the selected variables of health care effectiveness. Regression analysis (Simple linear regression, Least Trimmed Squares Robust (High Breakdown) Regression, and HC3 (Heteroskedasticity-Consistent standard error estimator) robust base regression) was used for this purpose. The selection of a particular model, as well as the evaluation of the model conditions, was carried out with the help of an F test for the individual effects (refuting the effect of time in years), a stationary-Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test, an outlier-Bonferroni Outlier Test; a heteroscedasticity-Breusch-Pagan Test and the determination coefficient R 2 . Correlation analysis (Spearman ρ) was also included in this part of the analyses, completing the information of linking the various variables of health care effectiveness in the classification of health care financing systems, as well as the overall information. The last part of the analyses considered the outputs of the correspondence analysis, aiming to assess the tightness of the interconnection between health care financing systems and the selected health care effectiveness variables, which were converted into quartiles. The analysis was carried out using the Eurlidian distance, and its objectivity was assessed on the basis of the χ 2 coefficient and correlation (Pearson π). Analysis data were processed in MS Excel (Microsoft, Redmond, WA, USA) and using the RStudio (RStudio, Inc., Boston, MA, U.S.) application.
Results
This section discusses the analytical processes determining the accuracy of our established research questions. As described in the methodology, the first part of the analyses shows descriptive statistics on the variables of health care effectiveness and the variable of the total health care financing, but also on the classification of individual systems of health care financing. The following section is devoted to determining the relation between the selected health care effectiveness variables and the variable representing Expend_H within individual HC_System. The analytical processing of the issue involves expressing the impact of Expend_H on the selected health care effectiveness variables, as well as a secondary determination of the relation of the selected variables to each other. These procedures are carried out through the classification of health care financing systems in order to understand the differences between these systems. These analyses are followed by a final section that presents the correspondence analysis.
Descriptive Analysis
This section consists of a descriptive analysis, an assessment of the effect size of the health care financing system's on given health outputs, analysis of relationships, and correspondence analysis visualizations. Table 2 provides the results of the calculation of the descriptive statistics. Table 2 shows the mean (M), the standard deviation (σ), and the frequency (N) of the selected indicators Expend_H, Life_expect, Self_rep_H, HC_index, AMId and DIAd providing an overview of the (total) outputs achieved by all OECD countries as well as the second-degree ranking in the individual HC_System, i.e., NHS, SPM, and MI. The highest average Expend_H was found under the MI financing system. MI had an average Expend_H of 9.72% of GDP, which is 1% more than the average Expend_H in all OECD countries. For Life_expect, we noted that in countries applying the NHS model, Life_expect was the longest, averaging 80.80 years. The shortest Life_expect was in countries with SPM, averaging 79.65 years. For Self_rep_H, countries applying NHS had the highest proportion of the population assessing their health positively, i.e., either good and very good. Examining the HC_index values, Table 2 shows that the countries applying the MI model had the highest average value. The highest mortality rates for AMId and DIAd are recorded by countries applying the MI system. Based on these variables, countries applying the SPM model achieve sub-average values not only compared with other models but also in comparison with the average outputs of the OECD countries as a whole. Possible limitations may be the specificity of the countries themselves, their characteristics, performance, level of human development, macro-environment and micro-environment, aspects the social system, and education-the effects of other dimensions particular to specific countries. [73] . Table 3 shows information on the possibility of a certain relation between health variables and health care financing systems. In the next step, the impact of these health variables on the likelihood of the appearance of a given HC_System is assessed. From the results presented in Table 4 , it was decided that the Hosmer and Lemeshow goodness of fit test, which includes the H 0 : a model is fit well, will be conducted first. Since the value of p in models 1 and 2 is lower, it is reasonable to lean towards the alternative of the statistical hypothesis, mentioned above. For this study, this means that the model has some flaws. The Deviance principle states that differences between Null and Residual values should be as small as possible, but Model 1 and 2 show higher values. The misclassification error (MCE) should be as small as possible, and although the measured values are higher, they are still acceptable. The regression model was based on a modern methodology of comparing training (80%) and testing (20%) data. The MCE should be as small as possible. The above values can be assessed, and the most positive result was found for model 3. The collinearity (VIF) of these models was also assessed, where for Model 1, the highest measured rate was that of Expend_H, which was approximately 2.72; for Model 2, the highest measured rate was that of Life_expect, which was 2.11; and for Model 3, the highest measured VIF was that of Life_expect, which was approximately 2.06. Based on this information, it was found that the degree of collinearity in the models was acceptable. As mentioned, the models in question are not ideal, but they are sufficient to describe the effects of the selected variables. Table 5 shows the output of the models. Based on the results in Table 5 , it was decided to first assess the significance of the impact. If the impact is significant, it is appropriate to assess the coefficients. The coefficients are evaluated firstly through their polarity and secondly through their absolute value. If the polarity is positive, e.g., with the MI system for Expend_H, it is possible to say that with increasing Expend_H, there is a significant increase in the likelihood that the system will be an MI and not another system (NHS, SPM). As can be correctly concluded, certain health variables tend to be inclined toward specific funding systems. It can therefore be assumed that, in certain funding systems, there will be different effectiveness in terms of Expend_H. The following sections of the study address this assumption. Table 6 shows the outcomes of the whole process of selecting the most appropriate mechanism for determining the impact of Expend_H on the selected health care indicators. Since the time series (2012-2017) was entered into the data, a test was applied to determine the suitability of the panel model of regression analysis (fixed effect), if the p-value is greater than 0.05, and the classical OLS model (H 0 : the panel variable has a significant effect) seems to be more suitable. As can be seen, the reported p-value is, in all cases, almost equal to one. While there was only a small time series, the stationarity was tested (H 0 : the series has a unit root (i.e., non-stationary)). As is evident, there is a stationary series in all cases, so time does not need to be taken into account. The outlier defines the p-value of the significance of the first most significant outlier (H 0 : the outlier is not significant). The decision concerning presence was also supported by the analysis of the model visualizations, which are not mentioned here. Based on the Gauss-Marks theorem, the heteroscedasticity (H 0 : the constant residual variance) for BLUE (the Best Linear Unbiasted Estimate) is an extremely important element. In models in which significant heteroscedasticity occurred, the coefficients were derived using the HC3 estimator. The Reg. Model column points to the most suitable model, OLS is the simple linear regression Ordination Least-Squares; OLS HC3 is the OLS with the HC3 estimator; and LTS is the Least Trimmed Squares Robust (High Breakdown) Regression. The R 2 coefficient of determination, which is shown in the last column, represents a measure of what portion of the percentage of the variability of the dependent variable is explained by the independent variable, and a suitable rate is greater than approximately 30% (0.3). Table 7 determines the statistical significance of the models and the rate of the coefficients affecting the dependent variable. This output can be seen as one of the most valuable in terms of assessing the ideas of this study. First of all, it is advisable to focus on the probability of the models (Sig.), and the zero statistical hypothesis (H 0 : the impact is not significant) is rejected for most models. In view of the assumptions presented in the section describing the methodology, it is appropriate to point out that each of the formed hypotheses (H1-H5) has been confirmed, so the effect of Expend_H on health care effectiveness outputs is evident for the selected health care systems. Values of p less than 0.05 are highlighted. A very important indicator of the level of impact is the coefficient, β 1 , which plays an irreplaceable function in comparing the impact of different HC_System. The highest value of the coefficient, β 1 , between health care systems is highlighted. In interpreting and determining the impact differences, i.e., the effectiveness of health care, the coefficient of determination must also be taken into account. In the Life_expect models, the NHS system (R 2 = 0.5716) appears to be the most effective, and the other two systems show lower coefficients and R 2 values, which could easily be challenged. The recommendation is to perceive other outputs in this way as well. At this moment, it is clear, from the above, that not every funding system declares the same outputs in relation to the impact of funding on health outcomes. The NHS funding model even appears to be ineffective in Model 10. These outputs indicate some system weaknesses. Table 8 shows the forecast outputs for the value of 8.72, which represents the total average rate of Expend_H (%), as a percentage of a country's GDP. More positive predictive outputs of systems are highlighted. Attention should be paid to the fact that the diseases that are frequent in developed countries (AMId, DIAd) were not, as expected, significant impacted by expenditure. It is also possible to deduce, from the above, the shortcomings of the systems, which are identifiable in variables where relations have not been confirmed, meaning that the models showed a relatively low R 2 value. For example, if the NHS model is taken into consideration, the relation between Expend_H and AMId or DIAd did not have to be confirmed, as the population ages, and thus the incidence of these diseases becomes more frequent. If these connections were to be considered in an exact way, it is necessary to know the extent to which the individual variables are related to each other, and this information is provided in Table 9 . Table 9 is divided into four sections: the first three determine the link between the individual systems of health care financing, and the last section shows the overall correlation. Above the diagonal, the measure of the relationship (Spearman ρ) is shown, and below the diagonal, the value of p is shown. Secondly, health care systems can be read and compared in a simplified way in terms of expenditure effectiveness (Expend_H).
Relation between Health Care Financing Systems and Selected Health Indicators
Impact of Health Expenditure on Selected Health Care Indicators
Correspondence Analysis
In the correspondence analysis application, we grouped the OECD countries into four quartiles: Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q4. The lower quartile Q1 (<Q1) represents 25% of OECD countries with the lowest results for the surveyed variable. Conversely, the top quartile Q4 (>Q3) contains 25% of OECD countries with the highest values for the surveyed variable. Table 10 shows that countries such as Australia (NHS), Israel (MI), and Norway (NHS) are countries with the most promising results of Life_expect, Self_rep_H and HC_index. Other countries with favorable values include Austria (MI), Luxembourg (SPM), New Zaeland (NHS) and Spain (NHS). The countries that achieve the least attractive values of the examined variables are Hungary (SPM), Latvia (NHS), Poland (SPM) and Turkey (SPM). Table 11 quantifies the basic outputs of the correspondence analysis for the selected variables in relation to the HC_System. The greatest importance can be attributed to the sig. line, which displays information in the statistical significance of linking specific variables. As is clear in the case of AMId, this is not a significant relation. The last line provides an idea of the relations between the analyzed variables. The minimum acceptable value may be considered to be 0.2. The eigenvalue determines the degree of the importance of dimensions.
The most significant outputs of this section are the links between the categories (quartiles) of the selected health variables and the individual HC_System (MI, NHS, SPM), as shown in Figure 1 . The basic rule is that the closer the categories are to each other, and at the same time the further away from other categories of the analyzed variables, the more significant the output. When interpreting Figure 1 , it is necessary to take into account the scale of axes X (Dim1) and Y (Dim2), as not all graphs have the same scales.
Focusing on linking the funding system to health expenditure (Expend_H_Q), the closest link that can be identified is that between MI and Q3, which can be interpreted as the highest expenditure in this system, so one could expect that the effectiveness of the health care in system MI will be the highest. In terms of funding, the NHS has the second highest expenditure, and the sample with the lowest funding rate centers around the SPM system. This relation has the highest correlation rate (0.75). The next graph shows the link between the funding system and life expectancy at birth (Life_Expect_Q), where the sample with the lowest Life_Expect appears to be from the SPM system, which can be characterized as a system with a lower Expend_H. The highest Life_Expect at birth is associated with the NHS system. The correlation rate for this relation is equal to approximately 0.31. As for the perceived health status (Self_rep_H_Q), the most positive outputs can be attributed to the SPM system, and the least positive outputs can be attributed to the NHS system. The correlation rate for this is approximately 0.47. Very similar outputs are also shown in the graph assessing the health care index (HC_index_Q), where the SPM system has the least positive outputs, and the MI and NHS systems appear to be more effective. The correlation rate is 0.4. The relations in the previous graph should be interpreted with some caution, considering the outputs shown in Table 11 . Table 10 . Analyzed variables in the country-quartile descriptions (based on mean).
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Discussion
The fact that health capital plays a significant role in a country's economic growth from a long-term perspective was confirmed in several studies [74, 75] . Health of the population is an important determinant of economic development because a healthy population means higher productivity [27, 76] . A healthy (laborable) population is the driving force of every economy. To increase economic performance, long-term economic development, or improve the quality of life in a country, adequate health care must be provided that reflects the opportunities for active product creation in the economy. For the improvement of national health and quality of life, some countries should actively look to optimize policy related to health expenditure, such as by enhancing the efficiency of health costs to promote sustainable economic development [77] . Investing in health care is an investment in human resources, which currently represent an indispensable part of product creation in every economy. For this reason, the relationship between the amount of health expenditure and outputs reflecting the effectiveness of health care in countries must be understood.
The results show the relationships between health expenditure and health care effectiveness represented by selected health care outputs (Life_expect, Self_rep_H, HC_index, AMId and DIAd) from a sample of OECD countries. Many authors [37, 44] confirmed the positive relationship between health expenditure and health outcomes, but we offer a new perspective on the issue. We emphasize that when identifying this relationship, the system of financing the health care in the country must be considered as each system responds differently to the change in the amount of health expenditure, and no each system has to respond to a change in the amount of health expenditure.
By focusing on the links between health expenditure and life expectancy at birth in relation to the outcomes of both regression and correlation analysis, it is possible to speak of the existence of a certain relation (in the contextual analysis, the relationship did not appear only in the NHS system). These results partially confirm the results of the study of Bein et al. [37] , who indicate the existence of a positive relationship. A very similar output can be seen in the relationship between health expenditure and perceived health status, where there is no significant relationship in SPM. On the other hand, Pierard [43] talks about the limited effect of expenditure. The results also reveal a partially unprovable relationship between health expenditure and the health care index. The regression analysis outputs showed the relationship in two of the three systems examined, but with a low coefficient of determination. The correlation analysis outputs complement this finding and show a significant output only for the NHS system. The other two cases show a questionable link, confirming an inconsistent connection [58] . The negative relationship between health expenditure and deaths from acute myocardial infarction can be stated in the case of the MI system, which indicates that a higher expenditure can predict a decrease in acute myocardial infarction death. These findings partially correlate with the claims made by Bradley et al. [48] and Moscone et al. [49] . The relationship between health expenditure and deaths from diabetes mellitus was also analyzed, and the expected negative relationship occurred only in the MI and SPM systems. Based on this and the findings of the study of Baudot et al. [56] , it is possible to assume that an increased incidence of diabetes increases health expenditure, and an increase in health expenditure can result from a reduction in the number of deaths from diabetes mellitus.
In the first part of our analyses, the relationship between the health care financing system and selected variables that determine the effectiveness of health care was examined. A relationship has been identified, where the highest rate of association manifests itself in health expenditure, and the lowest manifests itself in deaths from acute myocardial infarction per 100,000 persons. Subsequently, a logistic regression analysis was applied in order to point out the increasing probability of the existence of a certain system under the influence of the selected variables of health care effectiveness in OECD countries. The probability that a given subject will have an MI system applied, compared to other systems, is significantly increased as health expenditure increases and the rate of diabetes mellitus deaths per 100,000 persons increases. However, the probability decreases as life expectancy at birth increases. These outputs tell us that the MI system is applied in countries where the life expectancy at birth is lower than in other countries, but where there is a higher expenditure on health care and more diabetes mellitus deaths, so there is some mismatch between health care funding and increasing health levels. The basic premise of economic theory is that if an input increases, the output should also increase. The NHS model is more likely to occur in countries with higher rates of a good or very good perceived health status and lower deaths from diabetes mellitus (Self_rep_H has a significant impact at 0.03, and DIAd is even more significant, i.e., the p-value is approximately 0.003). The probability that a given research entity will apply an SPM system, as opposed to other systems, is significantly increased when the health expenditure ratio decreases (a p-value of approximately 0.0001), when the perceived health status decreases, when the health care index decreases, and life expectancy at birth increases. Subsequently, a regression analysis was carried out to identify the impact of health expenditure on the selected variables that determine the effectiveness of health care. In the MI system, health expenditure had no significant impact on diabetes mellitus deaths; in the NHS, health expenditure had no significant impact on life expectancy at birth, deaths from acute myocardial infarction and diabetes mellitus deaths; and in the last system (SPM), the impact of health expenditure on the health care index had not been confirmed. When assessing the relations, where an impact has been confirmed, the degree of determination must also be taken into account. When assessing the impact of health expenditure on life expectancy at birth, the NHS funding model appears to be the most effective (R 2 = 0.57). NHS, with the MI system, appears to be the most optimal in terms of the perceived health status (MI: R 2 = 0.63; NHS: R 2 = 0.42). The MI system, together with NHS, seems to be the most effective system, even in terms of the health care index, but it is necessary to point out that it has a low determination coefficient, which is approximately 0.09 for MI and 0.13 for NHS. The largest difference between the systems was seen in diseases that are more typical in developed countries (which are considered OECD countries), meaning the mortality from acute myocardial infarction and diabetes mellitus. Here, the SPM seems to be the most effective. However, it should be pointed out that the coefficient of determination is lower. A correspondence analysis of the health care financing systems and quartile expressions of variables that determine the effectiveness of health care was then conducted. The linkage appears to be significant for all parameters, except death from acute myocardial infarction. When assessing health expenditure and health care financing systems, it can be said that the closest relationship is between the MI system and the highest health expenditure rate. As for life expectancy at birth, the closest relationship to the most positive outcomes is in the NHS system. The NHS also dominates the perceived health status. In the case of the health care index, the most positive values can be linked to the MI and NHS systems. The SPM shows a very close link with the least positive output. As for acute myocardial infarction, the outcomes are confusing, resulting in an insignificant interconnection. Concerning the last relationship, i.e., the interconnection of systems and the number of deaths from diabetes mellitus, it is clear that the most positive outcomes are in the NHS system, and the least positive are in the MI system.
In general, it is believed that it is appropriate to take the funding system into account in health-related analyses; otherwise, the results may be distorted. On the other hand, the findings of previous studies confirmed the significant impact of other socio-economic factors affecting the health of the population, such as social expenditure [38] , income [1] , accessibility to health care [4] , innovation [59] , education [8] , the happiness and well-being of society [12] and unemployment [13] .
Conclusions
The primary objective of the research in the present study was to determine the effectiveness of health care in classifying health care financing systems from a sample of OECD countries (between 2012 and 2017). As has been pointed out from several points of view, the individual systems do not show the same effectiveness rates. With great caution, it can be accepted that NHS and MI may be considered the most effective systems in general, and SPM seems to be less effective. It is also argued that, regarding effectiveness, there are differences between systems in terms of their predisposition to certain areas of health output. Where one system proves to be ineffective (or its effectiveness is questionable), another system(s) appears to be effective.
The limitations of the presented article lie in its focus on health expenditure and its impact on indicators representing the effectiveness of health care. In the future, the research will focus on verifying and deepening the outlined assumptions, i.e., to determine to what extent funding systems moderate the inputs and outputs of health systems. We plan to expand the portfolio of the analyzed variables to include expenditure items (inputs), health and effectiveness (outputs) and time evaluation (time series). 
